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MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the
order of the House of January 31, 2006,
the Chair will now recognize Members
from lists submitted by the majority
and minority leaders for morning hour
debates. The Chair will alternate rec-
ognition between the parties, with each
party limited to not to exceed 25 min-
utes, and each Member except the ma-
jority leader, the minority leader or
the minority whip limited to not to ex-
ceed 5 minutes, but in no event shall
debate extend beyond 10:50 a.m.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5
minutes.

———

REPRESENTATIVE LEACH FOR
PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
TO UNITED NATIONS

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
today I reflect on the gentleman from
Iowa’s almost four decades of public
service, 30 of them as a distinguished
Member of this House of Representa-
tives. I am referring to my friend, JIM
LEACH.

For many of the 12,000 men and
women privileged to serve in the House
of Representatives since the founding
of the Republic, their careers are dis-
tinguished by service in this Chamber.
JIM LEACH is one of those rare individ-
uals for whom Congress itself is distin-
guished by his service. There is no one
from whom I have learned more by his
words, his deeds and his friendship. He
is one of the few among us who, when
he speaks on the floor of the House,
people who care about substance listen.
He consistently chooses the right
words, and invites people to be part of
the process. He listens. He is never
drawn into petty partisan politics that
too often rear their ugly heads.

For 30 years we have been privileged
to watch his conscientious and

thoughtful work on the Financial Serv-
ices and International Relations com-
mittees. JIM predicted the savings and
loan crisis, and was spot on in his ob-
servations about American diplomacy
from the Middle East to North Korea.

He was always dignified and prin-
cipled, one of the few people who navi-
gated the legislative halls successfully
without being mired in partisan poli-
tics.

Indeed, in his congressional cam-
paigns, he refused PAC contributions,
didn’t want out-of-State donations, he
wouldn’t run negative ads, and he re-
jected outside groups who tried to run
negative ads on his behalf. He may
have actually won his election by play-
ing by the rules widely accepted as the
norm and by which most prefer to oper-
ate. He may have won, but it wouldn’t
have been JIM LEACH and we all would
have been the poorer.

While Iowa has lost JIM’s service to
Congress, America need not lose his
service, his intellect and his unique
talents. Ambassador John Bolton’s ap-
pointment to the United States Perma-
nent Representative to the United Na-
tions expires at the end of the year,
and the United States cannot afford a
gap in our representation. We des-
perately need a strong, positive direc-
tion to guide multilateral diplomacy in
the United Nations.

There is not another American who
is better suited to advancing United
States interests in that important
forum by temperament, experience or
intellect than JIM LEACH. Remember,
as a young foreign service officer, he
actually served at the United Nations
under then-ambassador George H.W.
Bush before returning to Iowa as part
of his family’s business, and then on to
30 distinguished years of service in this
body.

If anything, JIM may be better suited
as a diplomat than at partisan politics.
He is the most diplomatic politician I
have ever met. Black and white was

not JIM’s view of the world, especially
if grays and even colors were part of
the picture.

This week my colleague JIM WALSH
and I will be circulating a ‘‘Dear Col-
league’ letter to Members of the House
of Representatives on both sides of the
aisle, a letter that would urge Presi-
dent Bush to consider the appointment
of JIM LEACH as our Permanent Rep-
resentative to the United Nations. It is
a nomination that no doubt would be
greeted by acclaim. It would pass the
United States Senate I predict unani-
mously, and we would all be the better
off.

I strongly urge my colleagues to join
us in signing this letter for the nomi-
nation of JIM LEACH.

——
CONSERVATISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
EMERSON). Pursuant to the order of the
House of January 31, 2006, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
MCHENRY) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. MCHENRY. Madam Speaker, vot-
ers did not reject the core values of
traditional conservatism: Lower taxes,
smaller government, traditional family
values, and strong national defense.
They did not reject that when they
went to the polls on November 7. In the
words of George Will, ‘“Republicans
were punished not for pursuing, but for
forgetting conservatism.”

This election represents neither a de-
feat for conservatism nor a victory for
liberalism. The American people are a
conservative people. While the election
results put a majority in power in both
the House and Senate for the first time
in 12 years, we see that 36 percent of
the American electoral describes itself
as ‘‘conservative.” That is double the
number that consider themselves ‘‘lib-
eral.”” We are a conservative nation.

A Rasmussen poll conducted after
the election found that 61 percent of
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the American people think that higher
taxes will hurt the economy. We are a
conservative Nation, Madam Speaker.
And I would tell you that what the vot-
ers said on Election Day is that they
want conservative policies in place.
Voters opted for the more conservative
candidate and more conservative side
of most issues. Nine States passed
measures to restrict the government’s
ability to take land through eminent
domain, taking private property for
government use or public use.

Voters in Colorado, Idaho, South
Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee,
Virginia and Wisconsin passed con-
stitutional amendments to define mar-
riage as between one man and one
woman. Now a majority of States have
enacted those constitutional protec-
tions stopping liberal judges from rede-
fining marriage. We are a conservative
Nation, Madam Speaker, and similar
amendments on marriage have passed
across the country in previous elec-
tions and will continue to happen going
forward.

Previous Democratic wins in 1974 and
1986 swept into office new and very lib-
eral freshman classes. If we look at the
new Democrat freshman class of 2006,
they are not liberals, Madam Speaker.
What is striking is that this freshman
class campaigned as conservatives. In
fact, I know of one candidate who went
out and advocated for certain prin-
ciples. They might ring true to me as a
Republican. He said he is pro-life, he is
pro-gun. He is for traditional marriage,
tax cuts, and for balancing the budget
and a strong national defense. Sounds
like a Republican to me, but he is a
registered Democrat.

Pro-life Democrats were elected in
North Carolina, Indiana, Ohio and
Pennsylvania, just to name a few. Pro-
gun Democrats were elected in Florida,
Indiana, Minnesota, North Carolina,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Texas and
Vermont. Wow, those are conservative
principles, and I will tell you that it is
a call to conservatives, to Republicans,
to be true to those conservative issues
we ran on originally.

After the Republicans’ last electoral
disaster, then-California Governor
Ronald Reagan spoke before the Con-
servative Political Action Conference
and said, ‘‘Our people look for a cause
to believe in. Is it a third party we
need, or is it a new and revitalized sec-
ond party, raising a banner of no pale
pastels, but bold colors, which make it
unmistakably clear where we stand on
all of the issues troubling the people.”

Madam Speaker, Ronald Reagan said
that in 1975. These bold colors underpin
our conservative platform, and that is
what we must return to as a governing
majority in the next election. As Re-
publicans, that is what we should stand
for.

Ronald Reagan went on to say, ‘“We
have just heard a call to arms based on
that platform, and a call to us to really
be successful to communicating and re-
veal to the American people the dif-
ference between this platform and the
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platform of the opposing party, which
is nothing but a revamp and a reissue
and a running of a late, late show of
the thing that we have been hearing
from them for the last 40 years.”

He said that 30 years ago. So I would
submit to you today the Democrat
platform is just what it has been for
the last 70 years, but the new freshman
class advocated a platform similar to
what the Republicans have been advo-
cating for the last 50 years.

Madam Speaker, I would tell you this
election was a wake-up call for us to
return to those bold colors and return
to conservative values.

———
WAR ON TERRORISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 31, 2006, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. DINGELL) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. DINGELL. Madam Speaker, the
people have spoken. The election is
over and they have said to us that they
have given us their marching orders.

For 40 months American soldiers
have been suffering, working, and
dying for their country in the Iraq war.
Since that day, 2,800 Americans have
been killed. More than 20,000 have been
wounded, most in gruesome fashion,
and we have spent $450 billion when
Secretary Wolfowitz told us the Con-
gress would pass only $3 billion in ap-
propriations to fund this curious exer-
cise.

According to the National Intel-
ligence Estimate, we have been made
less safe. The other members of the
axis of evil, Iran and North Korea, have
developed or are developing nuclear
weapons. We have forgotten our mis-
sion in Afghanistan where a democrat-
ically elected government is slowly los-
ing control of the country.

The war in Iraq has produced more
terrorists. According to the National
Intelligence Estimate, it has found
that the Iraq war has created more ter-
rorists and terrorist sympathizers than
have been destroyed. Iraq has become
the central front in the war on ter-
rorism, simply because this adminis-
tration has made it so.

Vice President CHENEY said the in-
surgency was on its last throes, and
more Americans die every month than
did when the actual war itself was
going on. Again, the National Intel-
ligence Estimates said that fanatical
terrorism has metastasized and spread
across the globe.

At each and every turning point: The
toppling of Saddam Hussein’s statue;
the dissolving the Iraqi Army; the cre-
ation of the Iraqi constitution; the
vote for the constitution; the par-
liamentary elections; the capture of
Saddam; or the death of Zargawi, the
Bush administration has told us vic-
tory is at hand.

Meanwhile, the bloodshed intensifies,
hope dims, and more Americans come
home with terrible wounds or in body
bags.
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Madam Speaker, this Nation has to
have a plan and it is time that the
President, whose war this is, come for-
ward with such plan as to how we can
win. Staying the course has failed.
Americans will support what has to be
done to get us out with honor and dig-
nity and to win. Now the President can
claim that he has the power to do these
things, and clearly under the Constitu-
tion he does; but the President also has
the duty to come forward with a plan
that can be understood, accepted, car-
ried out, implemented and successful
for the American people.

If we are committed to staying in
Iraq, the President must face the
American people and adequately pre-
pare them for the truth: The truth that
his desires for Iraq will take more sol-
diers, more money, and cost more lives.

The American people respect and ad-
mire leadership and honesty. They ad-
mired it in Roosevelt, in Truman and
in Ronald Reagan. Honesty begins with
making an honest accounting of the
costs and coming forward with a truth-
ful statement of where we are and what
we must do. If this Nation needs more
equipment for our soldiers or needs
more soldiers over there, then we must
be told that and the President must
face that, and we must do what has to
be done to see to it that we have the
proper forces there to prevail.

This war is being charged to our chil-
dren and grandchildren. We need to ex-
amine whether or not it is just and
proper for us to do that. We must pur-
sue with vigor the diplomatic front.
The countries in the area must be in-
volved, and certainly little sign of that
taking place is visible to all of us.

We have to swallow our pride. Let us
talk to everyone, reengage the Syrians
and the Iranians, in addition to those
countries who are our allies in the re-
gion. And as we approach the fourth
year of this war, and it must be ob-
served that is longer than we were
committed to the war in Europe in
1945, Syria and Iran have to be explored
as possible participants in the solution
to the problems which exist there.

The President must look the Amer-
ican people directly in the eye and he
must deal honestly with our people. He
must provide the generals with what
they need and not shortchange our
troops. We have only one option, and
that is to either win or to get out.

Mr. President, your country asks you
if Iran is so central to our security in
the future, why haven’t you made it
possible to win and why have you not
provided our military with the assets
and the strategy that they need to win
at the earliest time?

I was a soldier in World War II. Our
purpose then was to win quickly, to
win strongly, and to do so at the least
cost to our people. Victory was our
goal, and we were committed to it and
we worked for it.

In this world the only thing that will
count in this matter is success. In this
war there has not been strong leader-
ship from the White House to achieve
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our goals. As the President dithers,

American soldiers are Kkilled and

maimed. Let’s win or get out.
———

REMEMBERING BOB GOLDWATER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 31, 2006, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. HAYWORTH) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Madam Speaker, 1
rise this morning in remembrance of a
great American and great Arizonan,
Bob Goldwater. If the last name sounds
familiar, it should. The brother of Ari-
zona’s favorite son, Bob Goldwater la-
bored alongside his brother in the fam-
ily business in Phoenix, Goldwater’s
Department Store, and Bob was his
own unique contributor to his brother
Barry’s political success and to the
continued success of Goldwater’s De-
partment Store.

Bob Goldwater possessed a laconic
wit. Madam Speaker, in my first cam-
paign for public office, I was honored to
have Bob Goldwater and former Gov-
ernor Jack Williams, and the former
Republican leader of this House, John
J. Rhodes, cosponsor an event for me in
the White Mountains of Arizona. This
was at a time when I aspired to rep-
resent the Sixth Congressional Dis-
trict, an area in square mileage almost
the size of the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania, and so to get from suburban
Phoenix up to the White Mountains
was quite an undertaking that was
made a bit more difficult by an incred-
ible thunderstorm because this was
during what we call the monsoon sea-
son in the summertime in Arizona.

The late great Governor Williams, a
former broadcaster, was a stickler for
time. The event was supposed to start
at 7T p.m. I blew in the door at 7:05.
There stood Governor Williams and
Leader Rhodes and brother Goldwater.
Governor Williams said, ‘HAYWORTH,
7:00; it’s 7:05,” to which Bob Goldwater
replied, ‘‘Oh, heck, keep your shirt on,
Jack, booze isn’t going to spoil.”

At the memorial service for his
brother Barry, Bob Goldwater spoke
not only of Barry Goldwater, the public
servant, but of Barry, his brother. He
reminisced how both he and Barry
played for their church in a youth bas-
ketball league and how Barry sug-
gested that the jerseys they wore
should bear the letter ““P.”” Bob re-
called that he asked Barry why, and
Barry responded, ‘“You know, Bob, P
for ‘Piscopalian.’”’

Perhaps a function of age and time,
but the passing of other noteworthy
Arizonans would bring Bob Goldwater
into the public eye and he, above all
other Arizonans, could deliver a heart-
felt, humorous, poetic and practical re-
membrance. I don’t have those abilities
here today, but I just felt compelled in
a moment perhaps of personal indul-
gence but perhaps more accurately a
moment of official reflection, to bring
notice to the passing of Bob Goldwater,
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bring insight into the very human and
humorous way he described others.

And also, to make this note: To my
knowledge, Bob Goldwater never ran
for public office, although he hailed
from an Arizona family synonymous
with public service. A lesson that has
been impressed upon me through the
years and especially in recent days is
this fact, that public service is not al-
ways defined by public office, that it is
what a person does in his fellowship of
faith, in his community, in his business
that can distinguish that person, a
good lesson to remember in these days,
a lesson typified by the life and times
of Bob Goldwater.

Madam Speaker, those of us who
knew Bob count ourselves not lucky
but blessed to have a man who cham-
pioned the success of his brother politi-
cally but added immeasurably to the
lives of Arizonans in terms of com-
merce and public service, and as the fa-
ther of our Phoenix Open.

Rest in peace, Bob Goldwater, you
won’t be forgotten.

———

AUTHORIZING GOVERNMENT TO
NEGOTIATE LOWER PRICES WITH
DRUG COMPANIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 31, 2006, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, last
week America went to the polls and
sent Washington a message that they
wanted a new direction. Unfortunately,
when it comes to the Bush administra-
tion, it seems as though the voters’
call for change has fallen upon deaf
ears.

Yesterday, the New York Times re-
ported that the President and the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services,
Mike Leavitt, were ‘‘strenuously op-
posed to legislation that would author-
ize the government to negotiate with
drug companies to secure lower drug
prices for Medicare beneficiaries.”

This is not groundbreaking news.
They have said all along that they op-
pose negotiated prices in the Medicare
program. Still, given the outcome of
last week’s election, it is disappointing
that this administration would not
even take a moment to reconsider its
misguided policies.

Mr. Levitt went on to say, ‘“I don’t
believe I can do a better job than an ef-
ficient market.”” I agree that the sec-
retary hasn’t done such a good job so
far, but he shouldn’t get too down on
himself, he is not entirely to blame.
His Republican friends here in Congress
have kept him from realizing his po-
tential by legally prohibiting him from
negotiating with drug makers.

However, if a Democratic Congress
passed a law granting him authority to
negotiate prices with drug manufactur-
ers, I am certain we could achieve
enormous savings in the Medicare pro-
gram which could be passed on to
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America’s elderly and disabled in the
form of more generous coverage. In-
deed, there is a lot of evidence to sup-
port this conclusion.

Take, for instance, a study consid-
ered earlier this year by the consumer
group FamiliesUSA. They compared
prices under private prescription drug
plans participating in Medicare part D
to the prices available through the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs’ health
system. Their research showed that the
government could help lower costs sub-
stantially. From November 2005 to
April 2006, FamiliesUSA found that vir-
tually all of the part D plans raised
their prices for the majority of the top
20 drugs in this study. The median
price increase among part D plans for
the top 20 drugs prescribed to seniors
was 3.7 percent.

Furthermore, for all of the top 20
drugs prescribed to seniors, VA prices
in April were lower than the lowest
prices charged by part D plans. The
median price difference was 46 percent.
In other words, Madam Speaker, for
half of the 20 drugs, the lowest price
charged by any part D plan was at least
46 percent higher than the lowest price
secured for the VA. This is what the
secretary must be referring to when he
talks about the magic of the market.

My Republican friends argue that al-
lowing the secretary to negotiate lower
drug prices cannot actually work be-
cause the government will act to set
prices. This is just more of the same
old excuses we have been hearing all
along. The truth of the matter is that
the President, Secretary Leavitt, and
Republicans in Congress are opposed to
negotiated prices simply because they
want to preserve the profits of the
pharmaceutical industry which this
program was really written for.

I have to be honest here. The Amer-
ican taxpayer is being ripped off by the
Republican prescription drug law.
Pharmaceutical companies have reaped
record profits since Medicare part D
was implemented while the American
taxpayer has been left holding the bill.

Before the Republican law went into
effect this year, more than 6.5 million
low-income Americans received help
for their prescription drug Dbills
through Medicaid. Under the Medicaid
system, however, States can purchase
drugs at the lowest available prices or
the best price. While this was good
news for the taxpayer, it certainly cut
into the profit margins of the pharma-
ceutical industry. So now those same
6.5 million Americans have been moved
into the Republican prescription drug
plan. They are no longer receiving the
lower prices, and the higher costs, add-
ing up to as much as $2 billion this
year alone, will be passed on to the
American taxpayer.

This is why American voters rejected
the Republican platform last week. Re-
publican policies over the past decade
have served special interests like the
pharmaceutical industry, and now the
American taxpayer is paying the price.
Clearly voters are fed up, and they
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want us in Washington to implement
change. Democrats are going to heed
their call, Madam Speaker.

We have said from the beginning of
our campaign for a new direction that
one of the first things we will do when
we take back the House is to pass a law
that will authorize the government to
negotiate lower drug prices. We intend
to live up to that promise. The savings
from that program can be used to help
eliminate the infamous ‘‘doughnut
hole” that millions of seniors have fall-
en into over the past few months.

While the President and his cronies
are threatening to oppose such legisla-
tion, I think they would be better
served to reconsider. It is time for us
to take a long and hard look at the
Medicare part D program and see where
we can make some improvements.
Democrats are not calling for repeal of
this law, but we are calling for some
changes, changes that the American
voters clearly support. I hope that my
Republican friends will join us as we
work together to improve the Medicare
program on behalf of America’s sen-
iors.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 11
a.m. today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 29
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 11 a.m.

——
O 1100
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mrs. EMERSON) at 11 a.m.

———
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

God of power and mercy, You are
Lord of all creation, yet You bend to
every human need, and are always at-
tentive to our prayer. Bless this Nation
and the endeavors of Congress today.
Give us freedom of spirit and health of
mind and body that we may serve the
people we represent and work to estab-
lish the values of Your kingdom here
on Earth.

May your revealed presence in our
midst carry over to the way we deal
with one another in mutual respect,
and confront the problems we face to-
gether. We pray, calling upon Your
holy name.

Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House her approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.
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PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. STUPAK)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. STUPAK led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

IMMIGRATION REFORM

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to urge my colleagues to work
together to provide effective immigra-
tion reform. I am pleased the Secure
Fence Act of 2006 was signed into law.
Securing our borders must be our first
step to stop the flow of illegal aliens
into the United States.

One thing is clear, we must work to
uphold the law. Congress must not pro-
vide a path to citizenship or any type
of amnesty for those who have crossed
our borders illegally. In 1986, Congress
passed a comprehensive immigration
reform bill that included amnesty.

This was a failure. It did not reduce
illegal immigration or permanently
solve any of the immigration problems
we face today. Rather, it provided the
incentive to come here legally by re-
warding illegal aliens with amnesty.

As Members of Congress, we took an
oath to uphold and defend our laws in
the Constitution. There is a solution to
the problem of illegal immigration, but
the answer is not to reward those who
violated the laws of the United States.

———

9/11 COMMISSION
RECOMMENDATIONS

(Mr. STUPAK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. STUPAK. Madam Speaker, on
November 7, the American people voted
resoundingly in favor of a Congress
that would make implementing the
recommendations of the 9/11 Commis-
sion a top priority. They voted for a
Democratic Congress.

For months, the Republican leader-
ship in this body has sat on the 41 rec-
ommendations the 9/11 Commission
gave for improving the security of our
Nation. The Republican Congress did
nothing when the expert bipartisan
group released a scathing report card
on the lack of progress that has been
made and gave our government Ds and
Fs for failing to take steps necessary
to ensure we would never face another
tragedy like 9/11.

Democrats believe it is unacceptable
that 5 years after the 9/11 terrorist at-
tacks our Nation’s first responders are
still without interoperable radios and
have planes flying across our country
that are loaded with cargo that is rare-
ly ever inspected.
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Madam Speaker, Democrats know
how important it is for us to make our
Nation as safe as possible. That is why
we will implement the recommenda-
tions of the 9/11 Commission next year
so that we can be better prepared to
protect our Nation against potential
terrorist attack. I know, as I was a
first responder for 11 years.

——

VETERANS ESTABLISH FREEDOM

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.
Madam Speaker, this past weekend we
celebrated Veterans Day, and it is ap-
propriate to acknowledge today that
because of our veterans, freedom and
democracy are more widely spread
than ever before.

Fifty million people have been liber-
ated by our courageous troops in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq. Last week was the
17th anniversary of the fall of the Ber-
lin Wall, confirming the success of
President Ronald Reagan. From Esto-
nia to Bulgaria, from Mongolia to Hun-
gary, hundreds of millions of people
have emerged from communism and
are now free.

Earlier this year I visited Liberia,
which is still celebrating the election
of the first female African leader.
President Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf was
elected after the dictator Charles Tay-
lor fled at the urging of President
Bush.

Today, America’s veterans can be
prouder than ever of their success as
they are freeing oppressed people
around the world.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September 11.

————

THE PEOPLE OF VIETNAM
DESERVE OUR HELP

(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KUCINICH. Yesterday, perma-
nent trade relations for Vietnam was
brought before the House with no com-
mittee hearings and under suspension
of the rules. I spoke against the bill
and demanded a rollcall vote, and last
night the bill failed to get the nec-
essary two-thirds, so it was defeated.

Now, the people of Vietnam deserve
our help. The United States actually
has a moral obligation of a long-stand-
ing nature with respect to Vietnam
that we don’t really need to elaborate
on, because we understand what this
Nation did to Vietnam. If you care
about Vietnam, you should care to
know that the permanent trade rela-
tions would have this effect, this bill.
It would cause millions of peasants to
be thrown off the land as agricultural
supports are withdrawn.

Millions of workers losing their jobs
at State enterprises wither in the face
of foreign competition or downsize and
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speed up operations in an effort to stay
competitive. As a result of these and
other factors, there would be a surge in
income and wealth inequality, exacer-
bating dangerous trends already under
way.

Until we have a trade policy that has
workers rights, human rights and envi-
ronmental quality principles, all that
free trade means for nations like Viet-
nam is more exploitation of the coun-
try and of the workers. That is why we
need to vote down this bill when it
comes back this week.

———

CONGRATULATIONS TO THE NEW
CITY OF JOHNS CREEK, GEORGIA

(Mr. PRICE of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I am so pleased to take this
opportunity to congratulate the mayor
and city council and citizens of the
newly created City of Johns Creek in
Georgia. In accordance with the bill
passed by the Georgia General Assem-
bly and signed by Governor Sonny
Perdue, the community of Johns Creek
will be officially incorporated as a city
on December 1, 2006.

This is a wonderful and gratifying
time for the people of Johns Creek.
Those residents fought diligently to
make this day a reality. They have
chosen to honor Mr. Mike Bodker as
the first mayor of their new city.

Johns Creek is a vibrant, engaged
and dynamic community. They have
seized the opportunity to have a more
direct impact on their future, and this
achievement also comes with many
new responsibilities.

I am confident that the citizens will
successfully embrace these new chal-
lenges, as our 10th largest city, Johns
Creek, will also be a leader in our larg-
er Georgia community.

Madam Speaker, thank you for the
privilege of bringing the recognition of
this House of Representatives as we
congratulate the people of Johns
Creek, Georgia and wish them the very
best during this exciting transition.

AMERICANS DEMANDING CHANGE
IN WASHINGTON AND DEMO-
CRATS BRINGING CIVILITY TO
D.C.

(Mr. CLEAVER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CLEAVER. Madam Speaker, last
week, the American people spoke loud-
ly and clearly. They want a change
here in Washington, and they want
Democrats and Republicans to work to-
gether to solve the problems they con-
front on a daily basis. During the cam-
paign this year, Democrats promised to
change the tone of the debate here in
Washington, and work cooperatively on
behalf of all Americans.

Because we will not be the party of
anger politics, Democrats will honor
our pledge. We will treat the Repub-
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licans in the minority in a manner
compatible with the interests of the
voting public. In the past, Democrats
have been shut out of the debate. This
is not how a Democratic form of gov-
ernment is supposed to work.

But the campaign is over, and we are
not going to focus on the past. Demo-
crats pledge, therefore, to preside over
the most open and honest Congress in
history. We want to pass solid ethics
legislation that the public is actually
demanding. We are here to represent
only our constituents, and we need to
make that clear.

Madam Speaker, change is coming to
Washington.

———————

ED DAVIS TRIBUTE

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, Admiral
Chester Nimitz, in describing the brav-
ery of Americans battling for Iwo
Jima, said, ‘“Uncommon valor was a
common virtue.”

Captain Ed Davis, who died last week
at age 67, was a man of most uncom-
mon valor. A graduate of the U.S.
Naval Academy, Captain Davis was
shot down over Vietnam in 1965, and he
would spend the next 7% years as a
prisoner in Hanoi.

When finally released from captivity,
he said, ‘“When I first saw that flag’—
meaning the U.S. flag—‘I knew it was
all worth it.”

To those of us who knew him, his
death is a great loss. But his passing is
also a great loss to the country he
loved.

Captain Davis won three silver stars,
the Legion of Merit with Combat Cita-
tion, five air medals, two purple hearts,
as well as numerous other honors both
military and civilian.

Our thoughts and our prayers and
those of a grateful Nation go out to his
family. May he rest in peace.

———
IRAQ

(Mr. McDERMOTT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker,
last week the American people voted
for new ideas and a new direction in
Iraq. Changing the Secretary of De-
fense was a good first step, but we have
a long way to go, and the situation is
getting worse.

Last week, I went to Amman, Jordan,
to listen to a cross-section of moderate
secular leaders from the region. They
gave me their ideas for stabilizing Iraq.
It is a way forward and it comes from
the people in the region closest to the
chaos.

These leaders believe the U.S. should
redeploy our soldiers to the borders be-
tween Iraq and Syria and Iraq and Iran.
These leaders believe strategic rede-
ployment can stop the infiltration of
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violence and get U.S. soldiers out of
harm’s way in Baghdad.

The leaders gave me a four-point plan
they believe will save American and
Iraqi lives and their country. Strategic
redeployment is a key element. We
should do it.

In medicine, doctors are taught to
listen to the patient. The saying is,
“Listen to the patient. He’s telling you
what’s the matter.” Too often we have
gone in like a doctor who had an idea
that they knew what was wrong and
how to fix it.

We, the Congress, must listen to
those moderate secular leaders in Iraq.

————

ISSUES FACING TEXAS
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 22

(Ms. SEKULA GIBBS asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SEKULA GIBBS. My name is
SHELLEY SEKULA GIBBS. I am the new
Congressmember from Texas Congres-
sional District 22.

As the winner of the special election,
I promise to roll up my sleeves and
work hard over the next 2 months to
move our country forward and to sup-
port the hardworking people in my dis-
trict who have put their faith in me.

Some of the key issues for my dis-
trict are:

Reducing the size of government and
lowering taxes; to help seniors in their
search for more choice and security in
health care and have a stable source of
funding for Medicare; to enhance
Ellington Field as the linchpin of
homeland security for the Houston re-
gion; to also help fund NASA/Johnson
Space Center, the return to the Moon
and onward to our voyage to Mars.
Space is at the epicenter of our Na-
tion’s future.

As a physician, wife and mother who
respects life from conception to nat-
ural death, I look for ways to support
the sanctity of life.

Texas shares a long border with our
neighboring country Mexico. I will
work to honor my commitment to the
people of my district by seeking ways
to stop illegal immigration while
streamlining the process of legal immi-
gration.

I look forward to serving the district
and the opportunity to serve my Na-
tion.

———
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DEMOCRATS TO REINSTATE PAY-
AS-YOU-GO REQUIREMENTS

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, for too long in
this country Republicans have gov-
erned without a strong dedication to
fiscal responsibility and without using
the pay-as-you-go method. The Presi-
dent and his friends here in Congress
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have squandered the Clinton adminis-
tration’s projected 10-year surplus of
$56.6 trillion and have put us into a pro-
jected deficit of $3.5 trillion.

Last Tuesday, the American people
told the Republicans that enough is
enough and demanded a change in the
way that Congress does business. They
voted in a Democratic majority to re-
turn our country to a path of strong
fiscal responsibility and back to the
pay-as-you-go system.

Madam Speaker, the current Repub-
lican leadership has incurred more for-
eign debt in these 6 years than the pre-
vious 42 Presidents combined incurred.
When we assume the majority in Janu-
ary, Democrats are committed to fiscal
responsibility, and we will reinstate
pay-as-you-go, working effectively as
we did in the 1990s when President
Clinton and the Congress balanced the
budget.

———

MAKING IT FIRM THAT IT IS ILLE-
GAL TO BE IN AMERICA WITH-
OUT PERMISSION

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, according
to the Dallas Morning News, ‘‘Farmers
Branch, Texas, on Monday adopted
strict measures against illegals, requir-
ing apartment renters to provide proof
of citizenship or residency and making
English the city’s official language.”

“The city also unanimously agreed
to let police apply to participate in a
Federal program that would enable
them to check the residency status of
suspects that they arrest and initiate
deportation proceedings in certain
cases. These measures, believed to be
the first of their kind in the State of
Texas, brought cheers from some sup-
porters, but sparked anger among some
Hispanics.”

Madam Speaker, cities across the Na-
tion are taking positive action in deal-
ing with illegals. These are common-
sense steps the Federal Government
has refused to take for political rea-
sons.

Of course, the pro-illegal immigrant
crowd has threatened lawsuits. It
seems odd that illegals can use Amer-
ican courts to prevent cities from en-
forcing laws against illegal entry.

The example of Farmers Branch,
Texas, is a statement that cities can-
not and will not continue to bear the
costs in education, health care and so-
cial services of illegals. This Nation
must be firm that it is illegal to be in
America without permission.

And that’s just the way it is.

————

PROVIDING PROPER OVERSIGHT
OF THE ADMINISTRATION

(Ms. WATSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WATSON. Madam Speaker, since
the beginning of the war in Iraq, con-
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gressional Republicans have refused to
provide any oversight of the Bush ad-
ministration in its handling of the war.

When no weapons of mass destruction
were found in Iraq, House Republicans
refused to investigate how the intel-
ligence could have been so bad.

When the administration sent our
troops into combat without the proper
body armor, House Republicans refused
to hold anyone in the administration
accountable.

When milestone after milestone
passed without things getting better in
Iraq, congressional Republicans refused
to hold oversight hearings and allowed
the Bush administration to continue
with the status quo when a change was
clearly needed.

Today, our Nation desperately needs
for Congress to do its job and provide
real oversight of the administration.
When Democrats take control of Con-
gress in January, we vow to provide
proper oversight of the actions of this
administration. It is something that is
required of us all by the U.S. Constitu-
tion.

————

DEMOCRATS WANT TO HELP
LOWER PRESCRIPTION DRUGS
PRICES FOR AMERICA’S SENIORS

(Mr. FILNER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, mil-
lions of American seniors are trying to
make the best of the Medicare pre-
scription drug plan that congressional
Republicans and President Bush signed
into law 3 years ago.

Today, seniors are demanding
changes in this program. They want a
plan that does not create a giant gap in
coverage, where they can lose coverage
for months on end and where they still
must pay their monthly payments.

The giant doughnut hole, as we call
it, leaves many seniors in the predica-
ment of paying for groceries, paying
their rent or the drugs they need to
live healthier and longer lives. They
may cut their pills into two or take
them every second or third day. That is
a recipe for disaster, and this is not a
decision that seniors should have to
make in America today.

Democrats have long opposed this
doughnut hole, and one of our top pri-
orities next year is to eliminate it by
making prescription drugs cheaper.
How are we going to do this? It is sim-
ple. We are going to do the same thing
the Veterans Administration does
today, and that is, give the Secretary
of Health and Human Services the abil-
ity to negotiate on behalf of all seniors
for lower drug prices.

Today, American veterans pay 42 per-
cent less for their drugs because of this
negotiating authority. If we make pre-
scription drugs cheaper, we can fill in
the doughnut hole so seniors no longer
fall into it. This is one of our top prior-
ities as we become the majority party
in Congress next year.
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DEMOCRATS WANT TO WORK WITH
REPUBLICANS TO HELP MIDDLE
CLASS AMERICANS

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, now
that the elections are over, it is time
for Democrats and Republicans to
come together to work in a bipartisan
fashion to help all Americans.

Throughout this year, Democrats
have talked about a forward-looking
agenda, one that encompasses all
Americans. We want to expand eco-
nomic opportunity to millions of
Americans who have been left behind
by increasing the minimum wage for
the first time in 9 years. We want to
expand educational opportunities to
teens who want to attend college, by
cutting interest rates on student loans
so that they can better afford college.
We also want to help seniors better af-
ford their prescription drugs by cutting
drug prices and filling the doughnut
hole.

Democrats touted these plans, but
that doesn’t mean Republicans can’t
join us in implementing them when the
new Congress convenes in January.
Raising the minimum wage, helping
college students better afford their
education and helping seniors pay for
their prescription drugs is something
we all, Democrats and Republicans
alike, should be interested in. We will
have the opportunity to follow through
on this agenda in January.

————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment bills of the House of the
following titles:

H.R. 860. An act to provide for the convey-
ance of the reversionary interest of the
United States in certain lands to the Clint
Independent School District, El Paso Coun-
ty, Texas.

H.R. 5842. An act to compromise and settle
all claims in the case of Pueblo of Isleta v.
United States, to restore, improve, and de-
velop the valuable on-reservation land and
natural resources of the Pueblo, and for
other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed bills of the following
titles in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S. 3501. An act to amend the Shivwits Band
of the Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah Water
Rights Settlement Act to establish an acqui-
sition fund for the water rights and habitat
acquisition program.

S. 3687. An act to waive application of the
Indian Self-Determination and Education
Assistance Act to a specific parcel of real
property transferred by the United States to
2 Indian tribes in the State of Oregon, and
for other purposes.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
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will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later today.

AMENDING TITLE 38, UNITED
STATES CODE, TO EXTEND CER-
TAIN EXPIRING PROVISIONS OF
LAW

Mr. BUYER. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 6314) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to extend certain expiring
provisions of law and to expand eligi-
bility for the Survivors’ and Depend-
ents’ Educational Assistance program.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 6314

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF CERTAIN EXPIRING
PROVISIONS OF LAW ADMINISTERED
BY THE SECRETARY OF VETERANS
AFFAIRS.

(a) AUTHORITY FOR HEALTH CARE FOR
PARTICIPATION IN DOD CHEMICAL AND BIO-
LOGICAL WARFARE TESTING.—Section
1710(e)(3)(D) of title 38, United States Code, is
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2005’ and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2007,

(b) GRANT AND PER DIEM GRANT ASSIST-
ANCE FOR HOMELESS VETERANS.—Section
2011(a)(2) of such title is amended by striking
“September 30, 2005 and inserting ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2007,

(¢c) TREATMENT AND REHABILITATION FOR
SERIOUSLY MENTALLY ILL AND HOMELESS
VETERANS.—Section 2031(b) of such title is
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2006’ and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2007"°.

(d) ADDITIONAL SERVICES FOR HOMELESS
AND SERIOUSLY MENTALLY ILL VETERANS.—
Section 2033(d) of such title is amended by
striking ‘“‘December 31, 2006’ and inserting
“December 31, 2007"".

(e) ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON HOMELESS
VETERANS.—Section 2066(d) of such title is
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2006’ and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2007"°.

(f) GOVERNMENT MARKERS IN PRIVATE
CEMETERIES.—Section 2306(d)(3) of such title
is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2006’
and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2007,

(g) ADDITIONAL EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE
ALLOWANCE FOR WORK-STUDY.—Section
3485(a)(4) of such title is amended in subpara-
graphs (A), (C), and (F) by striking ‘‘Decem-
ber 27, 2006’ and inserting ‘‘June 30, 2007".
SEC. 2. EXPANSION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR SUR-

VIVORS’ AND DEPENDENTS’ EDU-
CATIONAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM.

(a) EXPANSION OF ELIGIBILITY.—Section
3501(a)(1) of title 38, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking the period at the end of
subparagraph (A) and inserting a semicolon;

(2) by striking the comma at the end of
subparagraph (B) and inserting a semicolon;

(3) by striking ‘‘, or’’ at the end of sub-
paragraph (C) and inserting a semicolon;

(4) by striking the comma at the end of
subparagraph (D) and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and

(5) by inserting after subparagraph (D)
the following new subparagraph:

‘‘(E) the spouse or child of a person who
at the time of application by such spouse or
child for educational assistance under this
chapter is a member of the Armed Forces
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who, as determined by the Secretary, has a
total disability permanent in nature in-
curred or aggravated in the active military,
naval, or air service;”’.

(b) CONFORMING  AMENDMENTS.—Such
title is further amended—

(1) in section 3511—

(A) in subsection (a)(1)—

(i) by striking ‘‘Each eligible person’’ and
inserting the following: ‘‘Each eligible per-
son, whether made eligible by one or more of
the provisions of section 3501(a)(1) of this
title,”’;

(ii) by striking ‘“‘a period’” and inserting
‘‘an aggregate period’’; and

(iii) by striking the second sentence;

(B) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 3501(a)(1)(D)” and inserting ‘‘subpara-
graph (D) or (E) of section 3501(a)(1)”’; and

(C) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘or
3501(a)(1)(D)({H)”’ and inserting
£43501(a)(1)(D)(1), or 3501(a)(1)(E)"’;

(2) in section 3512—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘an eli-
gible person (within the meaning of section
3501(a)(1)(A) of this title)”’ and inserting ‘‘an
eligible person whose eligibility is based on
the death or disability of a parent’’;

(B) in subsection (b)—

(i) in paragraph (1)(A)—

(I) by inserting after ‘‘section 3501(a)(1)
of this title” the following: ‘‘or a person
made eligible by the disability of a spouse
under section 3501(a)(1)(E) of this title’’;

(IT) by striking ‘‘or 3501(a)(1)(D)(ii) of this
title” and inserting ‘‘3501(a)(1)(D)(ii), or
3501(a)(1)(E) of this title’’;

(ii) in paragraph (1)(B), by adding at the
end the following new clause:

‘“(iii) The date on which the Secretary
notifies the member of the Armed Forces
from whom eligibility is derived that the
member has a total disability permanent in
nature incurred or aggravated in the active
military, naval, or air service.”’; and

(iii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘“‘or (D)
of this title” and inserting (D), or (E) of
this title”;

(3) in section 3540, by striking ‘“‘and (D)”
and inserting ‘“(D), and (E)’’;

(4) in section 3563, by striking ‘‘each eli-
gible person defined in section 3501(a)(1)(A)
of this title’’ and inserting the following:
‘‘each eligible person whose eligibility is
based on the death or disability of a parent’’;

(b) in section 3686(a)(1), by striking ‘‘or
(D)’ and inserting (D), or (E)’; and

(6) in section 5113(b)(3)(B), by striking
‘“‘or (D)’ and inserting ‘“‘(D), or (E)”.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply with respect
to a payment of educational assistance for a
course of education pursued after the date of
the enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. BUYER) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. FILNER) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Indiana.

Mr. BUYER. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, today I rise and
urge my colleagues to pass H.R. 6314, a
bill that would extend several existing
Department of Veterans Affairs bene-
fits provisions.

This bill will extend these provisions
of health care services to veterans ex-
posed by chemical and biological test-
ing under Projects 112 and SHAD, and
treatment and rehabilitation programs
for seriously mentally ill and homeless
veterans until December 31, 2007. The
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bill would also extend VA’s homeless
grant and per diem programs until Sep-
tember 30, 2007, and extend additional
services for mentally ill and homeless
veterans until December 31, 2007. It
would extend VA’s Advisory Com-
mittee on Homeless Veterans, as well
as the program which is providing gov-
ernment markers in private cemeteries
until that date.

The work/study provisions of the leg-
islation allowing veterans to assist VA
and other government agencies would
be extended until June 30, 2007. The
work/study program is an increasingly
popular benefit that provides veterans
with an alternative use of their GI Bill
if they choose not to go to college.

The bill also provides education ben-
efits for the family members of sever-
ally injured veterans who are under-
going long-term convalescence while
on active duty. Spouses and children of
servicemembers who are determined by
the VA to be permanently and totally
disabled due to a service-connected
cause or causes would be eligible to re-
ceive Chapter 35 education benefits
while the servicemember is still on ac-
tive duty while undergoing treatment.
This Chapter 35 provision would enable
spouses and dependent children of se-
verely wounded servicemembers to ac-
cess their Dependents’ Educational As-
sistance benefits while the service-
member is going through extended con-
valescence prior to discharge.

Under the current law, these bene-
ficiaries must wait until the member is
discharged, and since the spouses of
these members most often become the
primary breadwinner, I believe it is im-
portant to give them as much of a
headstart as possible on becoming
more competitive in the job market.
The amount of the benefit remains the
same.

I thank the Blinded Veterans Asso-
ciation for bringing this important
issue to the attention of myself and
members of the committee. We met
with Army Sergeant 1lst Class Jeffrey
Mittman and his wife Christine. Ser-
geant 1st Class Mittman was blinded by
an IED and is undergoing extensive re-
habilitation and facial reconstruction.

Madam Speaker, this young soldier is
articulate, has a very positive outlook
on his life and is truly an inspiration.
One look at his wife and you can imme-
diately pick up the burdens she is bear-
ing in caring not only for her husband,
but also for her children. His wife
Christy is a model of the love and sup-
port that she is providing to her hus-
band as they face these challenges to-
gether. In fact, I think of this as the
Christine Mittman provision, a provi-
sion not only that would help Christy,
but also other spouses lessen the finan-
cial stress.

So, in essence, while Christy is pro-
viding leadership and mentoring for
her children, caring for her husband in-
stead of waiting until he completes all
of the facial reconstruction and reha-
bilitation necessary, she can start her
educational opportunities now.
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I think this is the right thing to do.
We all know he is going to be 100 per-
cent disabled. She wants to become a
nurse, so let’s give her and others who
are likewise situated to have these op-
portunities.

Madam Speaker, the committee is
currently also undergoing bipartisan
negotiations on a number of bills, not
only with my House counterparts, but
also with the Senate counterparts.

Among these bills are H.R. 3082, the
Veterans Small Business and Memorial
Affairs Act of 2006. It passed the House
on July 24, 2006. We have informally
been discussing provisions since July
28. The bill improves the status of vet-
erans and disabled veterans small busi-
nesses when competing for contracts
with the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs. It allows Tribal government to
participate in the VA’s State Cemetery
Grants Programs, authorizes the VA
Secretary to provide the family of a
veteran interred in a private cemetery
with government markers, which we
are doing now. It also requires the Vet-
erans Employment Training Service,
otherwise known as VETS, to establish
nonmandatory guidelines for disabled
veterans outreach programs. There are
a lot of things in this bill, and I am
hopeful we are going to get this done
and negotiated.

There is another bill, H.R. 4061, the
Department of Veterans Affairs Infor-
mation Technology Management Im-
provement Act. It would centralize
VA’s IT organizational structure so
that it reports directly to the Depart-
ment’s chief information officer.

Ultimately, the bill would empower
the CIO with the authority over the IT
budgets, equipment and personnel.
While the House passed this bill with
widespread bipartisan support, and I
appreciate the leadership of Mr. FILNER
and others on this legislation, the Sen-
ate is even yet to take action on that
bill.

There is another bill, H.R. 5815, the
Department of Veterans Affairs Med-
ical Facility Authorization Act of 2006,
that would ensure that we will effi-
ciently provide the right facilities with
the right places for veterans’ health
care. Given the current veteran popu-
lation and those which we can expect
in the coming years, it would authorize
$2.5 billion for major implementation
projects and $51 million for facilities
leases. This is an important bill, and
we are getting close on these negotia-
tions.

We have another bill, H.R. 5835, the
Veterans Identity and Credit Security
Act, as amended. This bill requires no-
tification to Congress and individuals
in the event of a data breach. All of us
Members understand and remember the
data breach.
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And we had extensive oversight on
the committee. Mr. FILNER and I were
able to lead over eight hearings in a 6-
week time frame, and we are perfecting
change in our cooperation with the ad-
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ministration. This is a good bill and I
am hopeful that we can get this bill
done.

This bill also included a scholarship
and loan repayment program to pro-
vide the Secretary with a recruitment
and retention tool to attract qualified
people in the areas of information
technology and management so they
can work in these security areas. As I
said, this bill received widespread bi-
partisan support here in the House and
I am most hopeful that we can move to
the Senate and achieve our work.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I am also pleased to rise in support of
H.R. 6314, which would, as we have
heard, extend expired and expiring au-
thorization for the Department of Vet-
erans’ Affairs and expand eligibility for
survivor and dependent educational as-
sistance.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. BUYER), the chairman of
our committee, and my other col-
leagues for working together on this
very important legislation. I also
would like to remind us all of the work
of Ranking Member LANE EVANS. His
integrity, leadership, and advocacy for
veterans will be missed as we move
into the next session of Congress.

This bill extends important authori-
ties for the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs to take care of our veterans.
From 1962 through 1973, the Depart-
ment of Defense conducted biological
and chemical warfare tests on active
duty servicemembers. These tests were
known as Project 112 and Project
SHAD. The Department of Defense has
acknowledged that it did not keep pa-
tient care records to archive health ef-
fects of the tests nor did they get, I am
sure, informed consent on these tests.

Just recently, in 2003, in response to
concerns from veterans that their ill-
nesses may be a result of these expo-
sures, Congress did act. We authorized
the VA to provide priority care to vet-
erans who participated in these tests
and did not require them to provide
medical evidence that any of the ill-
nesses are attributable to the testing.

This legislation before us today does
the right thing for these veterans. It
would extend the VA’s authority to
provide priority care for them through
the end of next year.

I am disappointed that we have not
extended VA’s authority to give pri-
ority care to veterans who were ex-
posed to Agent Orange. Just like those
veterans who were subject to Project
112 and Project SHAD tests, veterans
who were exposed to Agent Orange and
probably got cancers and other mala-
dies as a result deserve priority care,
which may be a result of this exposure.
They have provided service to the Na-
tion. They were not given full informa-
tion. They deserve our help and care
today.

The administration has requested
that we extend VA’s authority with re-
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spect to veterans exposed to Agent Or-
ange, and I will work certainly in the
next Congress to pass that extension.

The bill today also helps the over
200,000 male and female veterans who
each night are sleeping in a doorway,
under a bridge, in an alley, a box, a
barn, a car, or a homeless shelter.
Through a network of local nonprofit
or public agencies, VA’s grant and per
diem program for homeless veterans of-
fers homele